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Representative I3a1 Stupak 
11,s. House of Representatives 
2352 Hayhum House Office Ruildiug 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Ilniversal Senice CC Docket 96-45 

I)ear Heprescntati,,e Stup&: 

I Ii:wc serious coucenis rcg.udiug tlie Federal Communications Commissioiis' (FCC) positiou to cliangc the 1 :iii 
Seivlce Fund (IJSk? collertion method to a monthly flat lcc. Many of your coustitueuts, iucludiug me, niy Incials. 
family and neighbors, mill  be negatively impacted by the u ih i r  clmige proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay mo1.e into the system. I I  tlic 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that meaus that someoue who uses one thousand minutcs a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distzuicc a mouth. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should uot be penalized for doiug so. 

A 11at fee tax ci>ukl cause many low-volume loug distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizcns 
;uid low-inwinc rcsidcritial and rural cousumers, to give up their plarnes due to unaffmlablc monthly incrcascs on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden oftlie 1ISF lrom high volume to lowvolume users is radical and unii 
111 ;~&Iiti~ii~, it would have a highly detiiineutal elfert ou small busiuesses all across America. 
The Keep llSF Fair Coalitiou, ol'whirh I am a member, keeps me iulormed ahout the IISF issue mitli monthly 
ncwsletters and up to date iufomatiou on their wehsite, includiug links to FCC information. While I ani awxc that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees tu their customers, the i.eality is that they 
do. As a cousumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers lancd, my scnicc will cost 

more. And according to tlie Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC offcials, the FCC has plans to chage to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 will contiuue to monitor developments on the issue aud coutinue to sprc;d the word to m y  commuuity. I request 
you pass aloug my roncenis to the FCC oil my hchalf, lettirig them kuow Iiow a llat fee tax could d i s ~ ~ n ~ ~ ~ o ~ i o i i a t c l y  
;ilIect tliosc ill your mnstitucncy, 

1 h m k  you lor your continued work and I look Ibrwml to hcanug about your positioI1 on this ~nattcr. 

Siuccrcly, 

Kenneth Vasko 

cc: 
I he Federal Communications Comr;lissiou 
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Representative Jeff flake 
U S .  Slouse of Pzpresentatives 
424 Cannon Slouse Office auilding 
Washington, SC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloint $oard on Universal Service ESoekel  96-4.5 

Sear Representative flake: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federai Communications Commissions' (FCC? position to change the Unlviiraai 
Sgrviee Fund (US?) collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstituents, including me, m y  Jriends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unJair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, U W  is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCehanyes thal system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance 8 month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

fl flat fee tax could enuse many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireiess users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordsble monlhly inereasea on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The b e p  USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsleilers 
and up to dale information on Iheir website, ineluding links to FCCinfonnalion. While I am sware lhat federal law does 
no1 require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their cuslomers, the reality i8 that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like e n ~ u r e  I am charyed fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service wili cost more. find 
according to the Cbalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCChas plans lo chenge lo a flsl fee system 
soon and withoul legislation. 

I will eontinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requesi qcil 
pass along m y  eoneerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affirct 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your eontinued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Fredra Carison 

ee: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Representative Bernie Sanders 
U S .  House of Representaiives 
2233 Rayburn House BfJiceBuilding 
Washinyton, WC 20515-0001 

Subieet: RE: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CCWocket 96-45 

Wear Representative Sanders: 

I have serious concerns reyarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCq position to ehanyr the Uniwwai 
hervice Fund (USQ coiiection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituenl,s, including me. mq  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If Ihc 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

f l  Jlat fee lax could came many low-volume lony distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo giJe up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFJrom hiyh volume lo low-volume users is radieai and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on smali businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which i am a member, keeps me injormed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo date information on their website, includiny links to FCCinJomalion. While I am aware that federal law docs 
not require companies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. f l s  a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged Jairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
aecordiny lo the Coalition's recent meetinys with top FCCoJJieials, the FCC has plans to change to a fiat lee sqstem 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. i request you 
pass aiony m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a Ilat fee tsx could disproportionatelq aifeet 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo heariny about your position on ihis matter 

Sincerely, 

ernest 9 u  Bois 

ee: 
fie Federal Cbmmunications Cbmmission 



Dorothy Frentz l n l .  
I 

10053 Ieon Rd., Cattaraugds, NY 14719-9774 mfi 
November 2, 200.i 7 4 1  AM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
1J.S. Seuate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Wasliirqtou, DC 20510-0001 

Sulljcct: Hc: Federal-StateJoiut Board on IJuiversal Selvicc CC Dockct 96-45 

1)e;lr Sellator Clinton: 

I lrave selious rourenis regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to cllauge thc ITnivcrsal 
Senice I:und (USFI collection metliod to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, rny l i i eds ,  
farnily and neighbors, will be negatively imparted by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC. 

As you know, lTSF is curreutly collected ou a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 
FCC clrmges that sys~em to a flat fee, that means that soineone who uses m e  thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the sanc amount iuto the fund as someoue who uses zero miuutes of longdisl;ulce a moutll. 
Coustituents who use their limited rcsourccs wisely sla,ukl 1101 I>c pcualizcd h r  doily: so. 

A flat fce GLY rould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wircless users, senior citizens 
;ual lowiucomnc resideutial aud N S ~  consuiners, Lo give up their phoucs due to unatforilable moutlrly uicreaxs (111 

tlrcir tills. Shifiing the fundiug burden of the LJSF from tugti volume to low-volume users is radical and uurreressal). 
In  addition, it would have a highly detrimental cffcct on siuall busiuesses all across America. 
'The Keep USF Fair Coalitioii, of which I am a member, keeps me illformed ahout the liSF issue wit11 montlily 
uewsletters arid up to date information on tlrcir website, iucludiiig liuks to FCC information. While I am awa.e that 
federal law does uot require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to heir customers, the rcality is that thcy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senire will cos1 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ollicials, the FCC has plans to change to a llat 
Ice systcm soon auil without IeGslatiou. 

I w i l l  conlinue to mouitor developments on tlic issue aud contiuue to spread the word to m y  cormnuuity. I requesl 
you pass dimg my concerns t o  the FCC on m y  behalf, letting tliein know Iiow a flat fec t.x could ~lisl,r"l""ii~,ii;,t~Iy 
atlcrt time ill your constituency 

'l'liank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your posilion 011 this matter. 

Siucerely, 

h r o t h y  Freub 

If the 

, , .  , 

c c  
'l'hc Fci1el.d Colhmunicatious Commission 
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'&RepresentativeTim Ryan 
U.Q. Slouse of 'Representatives 
222 Cmnon Mouse Office Building 
Washington, 9C20515-0001 

Subject: Re: .Federai-QlateJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

Wear 'Representative Ryan: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change Ihe Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many oJ your constituents, ineluding me. m y  friends. Jamliy 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that syslem lo a Jlat lee, lhal means that someone who uara one thousand minules a month oJ long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes  of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

flat fee tax couid cause many iow-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly lncreaaes on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UQF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental ejfeet on small businesses all across dmerica. 
The Mep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo date information on their website, including links to K C  information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pa55 along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that lheq do. TIS a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged Jairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to b flat fee aystem 
soon and without legislation. 

1 will eonlinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word lo m y  community. i request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FC%on m y  behaif, letting them know how a fiat fee tax couid disproportionalelq aJfecl 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fonjard to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

John MeNab 

ec: 
The Fcderal Communications Commission 



Representative Steve Buyer 
U S  House of Representatives 
2230 'Rayburn Mouse Office Building 
Washington, 9C 20515-0001 

Subieet: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

gear Representative Buyer: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC;, position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly fiat fee. laiany of your constituents, ineiudiny me. m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the TCC. 

fls you know, U8F is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If  the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who use8 one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

T3 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireiess users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due IC unajfordablr monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the U$Ffrom high volume to low-volume users is radieai and unneeessard. In 
addition, i t  wouid have a highly detrimental effect on smail businesses ail across 'pmerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to TCCinformation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pa55 along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would iike ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service wiii cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a fiat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will eontinue to monitor developments on the issue and eontinue t @  spread the word lo m y  community. i request qou 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behaif, iettiny them know how a fiat fee tax could disproportionatelq affect 
those in your conslituency. 

Thank you for your conlinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Trish peters 

e@: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



I 
JohnJack 1 FCC - MAILROOM 
4.19 Willie Gray Rd , Timberlake, NC 27583 

November 2, 2005 8:21 .4M 

Senator Rich;url Hum 
11,s. Scuatc 
217 Russell Senate OlIicc Building 
Washington, DC 20.510-0001 

Suhicrt: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Senicc CC Docket 9M.5 

1)e;u- Senator Burr: 

I have serious conrerus regardiiy tlic Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to cl~aige the llnivers;~ 
Scnlrc Fuud (LJSE1 collertion method to a monthly llat fee. 
family aud ueighbon, will be negatively imparted by the u n h r  change proposed by the FCC 

As you kuow, IJSF is curreutly collected on a revenuc basis. People who use more pa); more into are system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a rnouth of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someoue who uses zero iinuutes of long distance a month. 
Constitucuts who use their limited resources wisely should not bc pcnalizcd fcir doing so. 

A llat fie tax could cause maiy low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scuior citizens 
and low-income resiilcntial arid mral consunrers, to Ijve up their phoiies due to nuaffordable monthly inrrcases on 
thcir bills. Slrifiiug the funding burderi of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and niineccssaiy. 
111 addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect ou small businesses all arross America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, ofwltirh I am a member, keeps mc iriformed ahout the lJSF issue with nroulhly 
riewslettcrs and up to date hilormation on their websitc, includirig liriks to FCC infomiation. While I am awuc that 
federal law does uot require companies to recover, or "pass along" these lees to their customers, the reality is that h e y  
do. As a ronsulner I would like eusure I a n  charged fairly. lftlic FCC goes to a riumlicrs taxed, m y  senice will cos1 
more. And arcording to the Coalition's receut meetings with top FCC oflicials, h e  FCC has pkaus to rharige to a tlat 
fcc systcm soou and uithout legislation. 

1 will coutiuuc to moiutor developmeiits on the issue aud routiiiue to spread the word to my community. I rcqucst 
you pass along my ~ O I I ~ C I T I S  to the FCC on my belrall; lettiug tlicrn k ~ i o r v  how a llat Ice tax could dispr'~poiiion;itcl~ 
allcct thosc in your constituency. 

I hank you for your rontiriued work and I look Soward 10 hearing about your positiou o i i  this matter 

Sincei.ely, 

John Jack 

cc: 
I Iic 1:cdcral Communications Commissiou 

Many of you^ coiistituculs, including me, m y  liierllls. 

If lhc 

/ .  

r /  
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L rep _ _  L I A I I M  i James Le Blanc 

p O Box 22928, Tiouston, 'TX 77227-2928 -..., 

November 2,2005 1232 f lM 

Senator Kay Slutchison 
U.S. Senate 
284 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9 C  20510-0001 

Subject: Q: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

Sear Senator Hutchison: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USTI collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, includiny me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fl5 you know, US5 is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If lhe 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their iimiled regources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

'f3 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and tow-income residential and rural consumers, to yive up their phones due  to unajfordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shiftiny the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition. i t  would have a highly detrimental effeet on small businesses aii across flmerica. 
The &ep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed aboul the USF issue with monlhly newsletlers 
and up to date information on their website. including links to FCCinformation. While I a m  aware that federal law docs 
not require companies lo recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the realily is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according lo the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficiais, the FCChas plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developmenis on the issue and continue to spread the word lo m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the F E o n  m y  behalf. letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately sffeet 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to heariny aboul your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

James Le Blanc 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Commission 
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Mark Marlowe t FCC - 
B o x  400, HI$) 29 S. , Grover, NC 28073 

Scuator Kiclrard Burr 
TJ.S. Senate 
2 I7 Russell Senate Oflice Building 
M'ashington, 1)C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on [Jniversal Sewice CC Ihcket 96-45 

l)c:ir Scnator Hun-: 

I Imave serious conccnis regxdirig the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to clmige the 1 Jni 
SciMcc Fuud (IJSFI collection method to a monthly llat fee. Many of your corrstituents, inc~udirrg IIIC, lny fneIldS, 
fatnily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unhir drange proposed b y  the FCC. 

As you hiow, IJSF is currently rollerled 011 a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into thc syslcin. I f  llic 
FCC cll;uigcs that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one Ilious;uld minutcs a month 0 1  long 
ilislancc, pays the same amount into tlie fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long disturce a nronth. 
Constituents who use their limited resnu~ccs wiscly should not hc pcnalizcd for doing so. 

A llat Ice t a  could cause many low-vnlumc long distance users, like students, pi.epaid wireless users, senior cltixcns 
;ual lowincome residential and rural ronsuiuers, lo give up their phoncs duc to urianbritablc monthly iucrcases OII 

tlieir bills, Sliifting the funding burden of the I!SF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and iinnecessaty. 
111 addition, it would have a highly detrimental ellcct ou small businesses dl across America. 
'l'lic Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the IISF issuc with rnontlily 
riewsletters a i d  up to date information on their website, including hiks to FCC information. While I ani aware tlmt 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these Gees to their customers, the reality is t l n ~  t l s y  
do. As a consumer I would like enswe I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice 1.111 cos1 
more. A d  according to the Coalition's recent meetings uith top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a llat 
Ice system soon and witliout leg_lslation. 

I will continue to inoiiitnr developments on the issue anti continue to spread the word io m y  cnmmunity. I request 
you pass along my coucems IO thc FCC 011 niy behall; letting tlrenr know how a llat lee tzu could dis~~ropoi t i~~t la tc l~ 
;rlkct those in your cnnstitucncy. 

1 liank you for your continued work and I look forward to heaing about your position on this matter. 

Sillrerely, 

Mark Marlowe 

r. 

cc: 
Tlrc Fedei-d Communications Commission 



Chris smith I 
427 Pcnnsy1v;mia Avc , Delaware, OH 43015 ! FCC - MAILRO; )i .. . -, 

November 2, 2005 X:20 AM 

Scnator Gcorgc Voinovirh 
1i.S. Senate 
524. Hal Senate Office Building 
Wasliing~oti, DC 20510-0001 

Subjecl: Re: Federal-StateJoint Hoard on LJniversal Senlcc CC Docket 96-45 

l k a r  Senator Voinovicli: 

1 liavc serious roiicenis reganling the I k k r a l  Coinmuiiiratioiis Commissions' ( K C )  position to  c11;iugc tlic Ilnivcrsiil 
Seivicc Fund (I JS1.3 rollertion mnethod to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  liieurls. 
family and neighbors, mil l  he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by thc FCC. 

As you know, USF is cumenfly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into tlic system. Iltlic 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, tllat means that someone who uses one tliousa~nl miriutcs a month of long 
distance, pays tlie same amount into the fund as someone who uses x r o  minutes of long distlicc ii montli. 
Constituents who use their limited resources uisely should not be perializcd for doing so. 

A flat Ice tax rould muse many low-volume lorig distlice users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and Iowiucomc resideutd arid rural cousuiners, to give up their phoncs due to uilallordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shilling tlie funding burden ofthe 1 ISF from high volunic to lowvolunic users is radical and umle 
I n  additi~in, it would have a highly detiimenr;al cllict on small businesses all across Amel 
'Ihc Keep USF Fair Codition, of which I am a member, kccps me informed about the lJSF issue with uiontl~ly 
newsletters iuid up to date idonnation oti their wehsile, iiirluduig link? to FCC inlormation. While I am aware t1i;it 

letlcral law does not require compaues to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, tlic reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am clragcd fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my seiiice will cost 
more. And according to h e  Coalition's recent meetings ulth top FCC officials, the FCC has p h i s  to  cliimgc t o  a llat 
fcc systcm soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor dcvelopments oii the issue and coutiriuc LO spread the word to m y  coiumuiity. I rcqiicst 
you pass along m y  concenis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them luioa how a Ilat lee tax could ~1is~~roportioii:itcl~ 
al1ct.t those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work a i d  I look foward to healing about your positioii on this ~ n ~ t t c r .  

Sincerely, 

Chris Smith 

cc: 
l l i e  Federal Communications Commission 



Roger &her 

3074 Lakc June Rlvd , Iake Placid, FL 33852-8603 FCC - MAILROOM 
I 

Sciiator llill Nclsou 
1J.S. Senate 
7 H;ul Senate Ofice lluildiiig 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Suhject: Re: Fedeial-StateJoiut Board oii LJniversal SeMce CC Docket 06-4,5 

1)c;u Senator Nelson: 

I have seiious coucerns regarclily: tlic Fedcral Commurications Commissious' (FCC) positiou to cli;uyc tlic 1 h i  
Scnicc l.'uiid (1iSIi) collection method to a inoutlily flat fec. Many of your constitucnls, iucluchg me, rriy heu( 
family and ucigtibors, will be neFatively iinparted hy the unfair cliauge proposed I)y tlie FCC. 

As you hiow,, IJSF is curreritly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more iuto the system. 11 tlrc 
FCC climges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one tliousand minutes a mouth of long 
rlistaricc, pays the same amount into the fuud as someone who uses zero miuutcs of long distance a mouth. 
Coirstituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be peiialiied for doing so. 

A llat Icc tax could cause many low-volume loiig distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, serrior ciuzcris 
arid low-income resideritial arid rural consumers, to give up their plrories due to unaffordable inouthly increases ou 
their bills. Shifting tlie hiding burden of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume uscn is mdical ;uid unnccessar). 
111 ailditiou, it would have a tuglily detrimental cflect ou sinall businesses all across America. 
'l'he Keep IJSF Fair Codition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about tllc 1 iSF issue with monthly 
iicwslettcrs and up to  date infoimation on tlieir wetisite, including luiks to FCC infoimatiou. While 1 an aware that 
fcdcral law docs uot require ronipuiics to recover, or "pass dong" thesc tees to their customers, the reality is that llicy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a iiunibers taxed, m y  scivice will cost 
more. h i d  according to the Coalition's recent meeluigs with top FCC officials, the FCC Ius plans to ch;uigc to  a llal 
IC system soou aid without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor devehpmeuts ou tlie issue arid contiuuc to  spread the word to my community. I rcqucs~ 
;dong my co~iccrus to tlie FCC on my behalf, letting them h i o w  how a llat fee tax could disliropoltionatel). 

;dIect those in your coustituency. 

'lliitiik you for yoor contiuuetl work aid  I look fmwud to hearing ;dmut your position ou tliis inatkr. 

Siucercly, 

Rogx Collier 



hnallaMhA t Frp Harold 6ubler 

2206 C N  RT 7 ,  Copake, NY 12516-1417 
I- 

November 1,2005 5:25 PM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
US. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

AS you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that  system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limifed resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing SO. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. AS a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change to a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
dispropoPtidnately a f fec t  those in your constituency. ) ,  

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your posltion on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Gubler 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



i Paul Kowrosk 
2478 parkview St 8 W .  Wyoming, MI 49519-4535 

November 2, 2005 4,:07flM 

Representative Vernon ehlers 
U S .  ?louse of Qpresentatives 
1714 Longworth ?louse Office Building 
Washington. WC 20515-0001 

huhject: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal hervice CCWocket 96-45 

Wear Representative ehlers: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (US?) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

TIS you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into Ihe system. If 1h.e 
FCCchanges that system lo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Cbnstituenls who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

TI flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses ail across flmeriea. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo date information on their website, including links to FCCinformalion. While I am aware that federal law docs 
not require eompsnies to recover, or"pas8 along"these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I an charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
according to the Coaiition's recent meetings with top FCCofJicials, the FCC has plans to change to a fiat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I wiil continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requeal you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this  matter. 

Sincere1 y, 

Paul Kowroski 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



i 1 JAN 2 6 2006. 
I 

Scnator Ilobeil Bennett 
I:.% Senate 
43 1 Dirksen Senate ()Ilicc Building 
W;diin@on, UC 20510-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-State Joirit Board on Uuiversal Senice CC Ilorket 9 M 5  

t k a r  Senator Hennetl: 

I liavc serious cnucerus regardiug die Federal Commuiucatioiis Commissinns' (FCC) p o s i t i i m  t o  cli:uigc the 1 :iiivci~sd 
Senice Fund (IISFI collertion metlmd to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  Ineials. 
fiimily and neighbors, will be negatively impxted by the uillair cliaugc proposed by ttic FCC. 

As you know, LJSF is cuiTently rollerted on a revenue bak People who use more pay more iuto the system. Iltlic 
I'CC clianges that system to a flat fee, that means that sonienne who uses one thousaid minutes a month ol long 
distance, pays the same amount into Ihe fund as someone who uses zero miuutes olloug dista 
Constituents wlm use their liinitcd resources w+scly should uot be penalized for doiug so.  

A llat Ice t . 1 ~  could cause many lowvolume Inug distanre users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citiziiis 
a i d  lowincome residential ;urd rural cousuiners, 10 gvc up tlieir ptiones due to uuakrilalile ~noiitlily incrc 
tlicir bills. ShiCtiiig the luntling bunleu ol  the tJSF from high voluinc to low-volume users is rxlical aiai uni 
In xlditiou, it would have a highly detrimental eflcct on sinall businesses all :icrnss America. 
'l'lie Keep USF Fair Coalition, o l w l k h  I ani a member, keeps me inlornicd about the IJSF issue with montlily 
newsletters and up to  date infnmatioii on their website, inrluding links to FCC information. Wtule I a m  aware tliar 
lcdcral law does not require companies to recover, or "pass aloug" these lees to their customers, tlic reality is that tlicy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged liirly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my seivice will c o s t  
more. And arrording to the Coalition's recent meetiiy-s with top FCC offcials, the FCC lias plans tn cfiange to a llal 
Sic system soon and witliout Ic&+tion. 

I vill continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my rnmnrnnity. I rcqucsi 
you piss along m y  coucenis 10 the FCC ou m y  l>ctdl, lcltiug tlicin know Iinw a flat lee tax could ( l i s i ~ r , ~ i ~ ~ ) i ~ ~ ) i i ; , t i l ,  
a l lkt  rliosc in your constituency. 

' l h n k  you lor ynur rontinued work a id  I look lolward to hewing almut ynur pinition on diis niatter 

Sincerely, 

Elaine Kucen 

cc: 
~ ~ i e  FaIcraI Commmiicati~,iis'Coml;iissioii 



D&l Feller 
18 Hen- Dnve , Lancaster, NY 14086-1013 

November 2,2005 8:32 .AM 

DCX Hcprcsentatiw Repolds: 

I have serious coircenis regarding the Feded  Cammurricatiorrs Connnissio~ls’ (FCC) positimi In clralgc the IJniv 
Seiyice Fund (ITSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  lneirds, 
family and neigllbors, will bc negatively imparted by the unfair charge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, I ISF is currently cr,llecterl 011 a rcvc~~uc basis. People who use 1noi.e pay more into the systciri. 
I.%C chalgcs tlral syslem to a Bat fee, that mearis that someoile W h o  uses one thousand lninutes a month O ! h g  
distance, pays the same amount into the fund 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should riot he pcnalked lor doiiig so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like stu~lcnts, prepaid wireless users, senior ritim.crrs 
aid low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordalile tnorilhly iiicrcascs o11  

their bds. Shillin8 the funding burden of the CTSF lrom high volume to low-volume users is radical arid urineccssary. 
In  addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on sinall businesses all across America. 
’l‘hc Keep ITSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about die lJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to &e iiiformatioii on their websile, iirrluding links to FCC information. While I ani awxc 111;it 

fcdcral law rlocs not require compmies to recover, or “pass along“ tliesc Ices to dieu customers, tlic rcalitg is that the) 
(10. As a c o ~ ~ s u ~ n e r  I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If Ihe FCC goes to a numticrs laxed, my sewire will cost 
morc. 121x1 according to the Coalitioiis recent rneetiirgs uith top FCC otlicials, the FCC has plans t o  changc to :I 11;it 
lcc system soon arid without legdatioii. 

I will continue to monitor develnpmeiits on the issue arid rontinuc to spi.catl die word to my community. I request 
you p;as dong m y  roncenrs to  the FCC 011 my tiehall, lcttirig thein know how a flat Icc tidy could (lispr~,portl(,ii;Itel) 
alkcl those in your rorrstitucircy. 

’l‘hank you lor your continued work and I look foward to hearing about your positioii oil this matter. 

Sincerely, 

l>alielI:cllel 

I t  thc 

sr,mcoiie rlio uses zero irriiiutcs o f  long (listam a n r o ~ l t l i .  

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



I JOHN TAYLOR 
u - MHILRU~ PO BOX 57 , SFAFORD, DE 19973 %. .. 

Novcmlxx 2, 2005 6:ll  AM 

Senator Thomas Cuper 
U.S. Seiiatc 
513 Hart Senate Office Building 
Wasliin@on, DC 20510-0001 

Suhject: Re: Fe'erlenl-StalcJoint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 9645 

lkar Scnator C q c r :  

1 liavc serious conccnis regarding the Federd Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to cliawe the 1 lnivcrs.?l 
Sciyice Fund (ITS17 collection metliod to a monthly llat fee. 
liiniily and neiglibors, will be negatively impacted Iiy the unfair rlr;uige proposed by the FCC. 

As you hiow, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system. 11 the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that mcans chat Someone who uses one thousand lnillutes a month of loIig 
distance, pays the same amount into the h n d  as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use thcir limited resources wisely should r io t  be pcilalired for doing so. 

A llat fee taw could cause many low-volume long distance users, Like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
;uid low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phoucs due to unaflordablc monthly increases on 
tlicir bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical ;md unnecessq. 
In  addition, it would have a highly detrimental effert on small busiricsscs all iicross America. 
' ~ h c  Kccp IJSF Fair Coalition, ofwtuch I ani a member, kccps me informed about the lJSF issuc wilh inontldy 
newslctters nnd up to date irilomalion on their website, iiirluding links to FCC information. Wiilc I am a r r m   ilia^ 
federal law does 1101 require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to tticir customers, the reality is that tticy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am chaged fairly. Ilttic FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice will cost 
morc. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, die FCC has plans to change to a llat 
lcc system soon and without legislation. 

1 d l  contiiiue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request 
you pass along my concenis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fcc taw could disproportkirralcl) 
dfect those in your canstitucncy. 

'l'liank you lor your coritiiiued work and I look fonvard to liewing about your position o i i  this miitter. 

Siiiccrdy, 

JOHN TAYLOR 

Many of your constituents, including nie, lily liielals, 

( r. 
'l'lie Federal Communi< ationsComnussion 



I JAN 2 6 2006 % 

1 FCC - MAILROOM RickyJack 
P.O.Box 1733, Athens, TN 37371-1733 

November 2, 2005 8:21) ~IM 

Scnatoi- Bill F r i s t  
I!.S. Sellate 
501) Har( Scn.atc Ollice Building 
Wasliinpton, 1)C 205 10-000 1 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on LJnivcrsal ScMcc CC Iblckct96-45 

Dear Senator Frist: 

I ]lave sel-ious concenis regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (ICC) position to change tlie l!niversai 
Scnice Fuiid (ITSF) rollection method to a monthly fiat fee. Many of your constituents, inrluiling me, my Snerals, 
family and ncighbon, will be neptively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. I'eople who use more pay more into the system. 
FCC rhanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousiuid minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into tlie fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a montli. 
Constituents who use tlieir limited resourecs wisely should not be penalized fbr doing so. 

A llat fee t.w c~rulil cause mal); low-volume long distance users, like students, prep;llrl wirclcss nscrs, senior citixns 
aid lowincome residential and mral consumers, to Gve np their phones due to unalrordable monthly increases 011 

tlieir ldls. Shirting tlie funduig burden of the USF from high volume to lowvolume users is radical : i d  unncccss;uy. 
In addition, it would have a l l i l l ly  delntnentd erect on small businesses all across America. 
' h e  Keep LJSF Fail- Coalition, of wllich 1 an a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their wcbsite, including links to FCC information. While I am aware tliat 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass dong" these fecs lo their customers, thc rcality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers twerl, my semire will m s t  
more. And arrording to the Coalition's rerent meetings with Lop FCC otficials, tlie FCC has plans to  cliange to a kit 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I nil1 continue to monitor developments 011 tlrc issue and continue to sprcad tlie word to my community. I rcquest 
you pass Along m y  conccnis to the FCC o n  my behalf, letting Llicm know how a llat Icc tax could ~lisproponioiiat~l, 
:ilIiect tliosc in your constituency. 

'l'llank yo11 for your continued work and I look fomwd to h c ~ i g  al~out your positiou on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

If the 

Kicky Jack 

c< : 
The Federal Communsations Commlsslon 



i Frc MA,, Ala0 J. Burke - 
46 l'astuie Rd. , Nolth Suan/sy, NH 03431-4448 

L 

November 2, 2005 6:11 ~\M 

Scnatoi John Sunruiu 
11,s. Scllalc 
I 1  1 Russell Senate Offre Huilding 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Hoard on Universal Service CC llocket 96-45 

Dear Senator Suiiunu: 

1 Ii;ivc scnous conrems regarding the Federal Coinnrunications Commissious' (FCC) position to rlixige the 1 Jnivcrsal 
Scivicc Fund ([JSFI collectinn method to a monthly llat fee. Many of your constituents, including mc, m y  tricrnlr. 
lamily and neiglrbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by t l ~ c  FCC. 

A s  you know, 1 ISF is currently rollected on a revenue basis. People wlio use more pay more into the system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that meaus that somerme wla, uscs one thousand minutes a montli ofloug 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distalre a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources uisely should not be pcrialized for doing so. 

A llat fee tax could rause inmy low-volume long distaicc users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scnior citimis 
aial lowiiiconre residential and mal ronsuiners, to give up thcu plioncs due to unaliorclahle niontlily iucreases oi i  

thcir bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe liSF from high volurrie to low-volume users is radiral and unncccss;u). 
I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental eliect on small businesses dl across America. 
'l'lie Keep IISF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed al)iiut the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters a id  up to date infomation on their wehsite, including luiks to FCC infotination. While I ani aware iliat 
fderal law does not require companies to rerover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, tlic reality is tlmt they 
do. As a ronsumer I would like ensure I ani charged Piirly. If the ICC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senice will rest 
more. And according to the Coalition's rerent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC lids plans to clrange to a 11:it 
fee system soon and uithout legislation. 

I will rontinue to monitor developments 0x1 the issue aid rontinue to spread the word to m y  community. I request 
you p a s s  along m y  conrems to the FCC on my behall; letting them know tiow a llat lee tax could disprol")~ioiiatel~ 
allcct IIIOSC in your constituency. 

1 hank you lor your continued work and I look lonvard to heaing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Alxi .I. Burke 

I t  tlic 

_ _  

cc: 
'l'hc Fcderal Communications Commission 

,.. 



Novenrher 2, 2005 6 0 4  AM 

Senator Rohelt Hyrd 
I1.S. Senate 
31 I H,ut Senate Ofice Building 
Washington, 1)C 20,510-0001 

Suhject: He: l'cderal-State Joint Hoard 011 Ilniversal Seluice CC I)ocket 964.5 

1)c;lr Scnatnr I3y1d: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to clmnge llie IJniversd 
Senice Fund (liS1.) rollection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, iricluding me, m y  liieials. 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted hy the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, LJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the syslcm. 
FCC cliang~s that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a niontli of long 
(lislance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero tninutcs of long distaice ii  month. 
Constitueuts who use thcir limited resources wisely should 1101 be penahzed for doing so. 

A kal lee tax could cause marly low-volume long dismice users, like studerrls, prepaid nueless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give u p  their phoncs due lo unallordable monthly iucreases 011 

their hills. Shifting the funding burden of tlie USF from high volume to lowvolume users is radical and unnec 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental elfect on small busincsscs all across Anierica. 
The Keep [JSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the LJSF issue with monthly 
ncwsletters and up to date information on their wehsite, including links lo FCC information. While I am aware tliat 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, thc reality is that they 
do. As a consuincr I would like ensure I a m  charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senlce 1.111 cost 
mol-e. Arid according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC lras plans to chauge to a llat 
fee system so011 and without legislation. 

I d 1  continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word io my community. I request 
you pass aloiig m y  coucc111s lo the FCC on niy behalf, letting hem h i o w  how a llat fee tax could (1ispropol.tiollateIy 
alf'ict those in your constituency. 

'l'lrarlk you for your contiriucd work and I look forward Lo heaulg about your position on this matlcr. 

Sincerely, 

t)ill belciicr 

If the 

cc: 
r. 1 lie Fcderal Communications Commission 



Goy a s t e  

Wear Qgpresentative Wingell: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Scrvice Fund (USfl collection method lo a monthly fiat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. familq 
and neiyhbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

Tis you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who USIL more pay more into the system. If the 
Fccchanges that syslem to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund  as someone who uses zero minutes  of long distance a month. 
Cbnstituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

Ti flat fee tax could Cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unafordable monthly increoses an 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden oJ the USFfrom high volume Io low-volume users is radical and unnecesmry. In 
addition. it would have a highly detrimental ejfect on small businesses all across flmeriea. 
The b e p  USF Fair Galition. of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsiritera 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformalion. While I am aware that federal law dors 
not require comp~nies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. l i s  a 
consumer I would like ensure I am eharged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. ,pnd 
according to the C;oalition's recent meetings with top FCCoJficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee systgm 
soon and without legislation. 

I will eontinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat Jee tax eould disproportionately affect 
those in your eonstitueney. 

Thank gou for your eonlinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

coy costa 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Commission 

i 

I JAN 2 tp :) i!j ~ 



I 
I P G L - m O o M  

Duane Schanz 
749 Hasker Road , New Vineyard, ME 04956 L-- 

Novemher 2, 2005 7:.i5 AM 

l k u -  Scilator Collins: 

1 have serious coiiceins segxding the Federal Communications Commissions' ( K C )  position to change the C l r l  

Scivire Fuiid (I ISF) collection method to a montldy flat fee. 
l imi ly  and neighbors, will be IieKativcly impactctl by tlic unfair ch;uigc proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IISF is currently collected on a revciiue basis. l'eoplc who use 1noi.e pay inore into the syslem. I 1  lllc 
I;CC ctranges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a niontti o l l o ~ ~ g  
distance, pays the same amount into thc fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distarirc a month. 
Constituents who use tlieir limited rcsources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A Ilat lee tax could rause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid ulrelcss users, senior citizens 
aid lowitlcomne residential and ~ r a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to uildbrdahle mont1d); inrreases oil 

tlieir bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unricrcssru?. 
111 addition, it would have a highly dehimerrtd effect on small businesses all arross America. 
Tlic Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, ofwliid; I am a member, keeps mc irifoimed about tlie I ISF issue with montlily 
iicwsletters aid up to date iIiformatiori on heir wehsilc, iiicludiirg links to ICC information. While I am awwc tl iat 
federal law does r r o l  require companies to iwovcr, or "pass dond these fees to theis ruslomers, the rcalily is tliat t h y  
do, As a ronsumcr I u~ould like enswe 1 am charged f i l y .  If tlie FCC goes to a numbers taxed. in); seivicc will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings uith top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change 10 a llat 
fcc system soon and without legislation. 

Many of your constituenls, inrlwling me, m y  liimils. 

ue to monitor developmeiits on die issue and continue to spread the'word to my conmunil). I request 
ng my concerns to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them hion how a flat f'ee kw could dispropoilion;ilel~ 

dkct those in your constituency. 

1 hank you for your continued work and I look 1onr;u.d lo hexing about your posilion on this inalter. 

Sinccr-cly. 

1)UaJlC Scha1v: 

r .  

cc: 
The Federal Communirations Commission 



JOHN YIN6LIN6 

526 EAST MONROE, SANDUSKY. OH 44870 

November 1,2005 5:46 PM 

Senotor George Voinovich 
U.S. Senate 
524 Har t  Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint ~ a r d  on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senotor Voinovich: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f la t  fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fo r  doing so. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increoses on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radicol and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimentol e f fect  on smoll businesses all ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or '"pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

JOHN YINGLING 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Representative Jim Ryun 
U.S. nouse of Wpresentatives 
1110 Longworth Wouse OfJice Dldg. 
Washington, 9C 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service E'Bocket 96-45 

'Bear Representative Ryun: 

I have serious concerns regarding the federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to chanye the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly fiat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to 8 flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of lony distance a month. 
Cbnstituenta who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat Jee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. $hifling the funding burden of the USPfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  Nould have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across emeries. 
The Keep UbPFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the US$ issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that federal iaw does 
not require companies lo recover, or "pass along" these fees to their cuslomers, the  reslily is thsl they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will coal more. .find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofJicials, the fCChas plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my eommunit\i. I requesl you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon mq behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forNard lo hearing about your posilion on this matter 

Sincerely, 

George McMullen 

ce 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Mark Oteele 
109 McMahon at., Bonham, TX 78418-2431 

Representalive Ralph Hall 
U.S. nouse of '4epresentatives 
2405 Rayburn nouse Office 8ldg 
Washington. 9 C  20515-0001 

Subieet: %: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service C9ocket  96-45 

Wear Representative flail: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Cbmmiasiona' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Servicc. Fund (USF) eollection method to a monthly Jlat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m q  friends. Jamiiy 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If thir 
SCCehanges that system to a fiat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
C@nstituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized lor doing so. 

fl fiat lee tax could eauae many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireiess users, senior eitizens 
and iow-income residential and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monlhly increases on 
their bills. ShiJting the funding burden of the USF from high voiume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Kgep USFSair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about lhe USF issue with monthly newsietiiLrn 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"psss aiong" these fees to lheir customers, lhe reality is that lhey do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the SCCgoes to 8 numbers taxed. m y  service will cost more. f ind 
aceording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top SCCofficials. the FCC has plana to change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on Ihe issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along my eoneerns to the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat Jee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you Jor your continued work and I look Jorward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Mark Steele 

ee: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



I .Jn 
prthur  Tynes 
5804 Landerwood Qr , Greensboro, NC 27405 

Senator Riehard Burr 
U.S. Senate 
217Russell Senate OffieeBuilding 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal 8ervice CCQocket 96-45 

9ear Senator Burr: 

I have serious eoncerns regarding the Federal Cbmmunieations Commissions' (FCQ position to ehange the Universal 
Service Fund (USfl eolieetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, m y  friends, Jamily 
nnd nvighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

TIS you know, US5 is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. I f  the 
TCCchanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 8 month of lony 
distanee, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat Jee tax could cause many low-volume long distanee usera, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly inereasea on  
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmeriea. 
The b e p  USFFair Cbalition, of which lam a member, keeps me inJormed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, ineluding links to FCCinfonnation. While I am aware that federal law dses 
not require companies to reeover, or "pass along" these fees to their euslomers, the reality is that they do. f l s  a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service wiil coat more. .;lnd 
aceording to the Coalition's reeent meetings with top 5CCoffieials. the  TCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will eonlinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately afJect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look jorward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

&neerely, 

,Arthur Tynes 

ee: 
The Federal Cbmmunications Cbmmission 


